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and consumption-saving relation, 2·3
data; .fee Basic data
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Lorenz curves for different age groups
8J '

INDEX

mean ratio, for different ages, 81
compared to savings mean ratio, 91

median position, use of, 137n
national, and changing population age,

77
national balance sheet vs. household
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gional differences .
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size distribution; see Income size dis-

tribution
stability, 2, 3
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transitory component, 2-3, S, 6, 13611.

164
as major problem, 169
measurement of, 172-3
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uses, 214
wage earner family compared with
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year to year variability aflectina ex­

penditure, 138-9
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family, number in, 46, 47
farm family, 46
part period; see Labor force, part
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retired units, 46
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board,5.3
farm operator, 52
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compared to non-South, 65
relative to nonfarm, 65

compared to non-South, 65
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54,57,71
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age, 66
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national average, 64
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comparable, 57
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nity size, annually, 62
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analysis

approach to, 1-2, 47
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broken families affecting, 40, 43
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vs. hypothetical, 38, 101-2
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factors influencing, 37, 38, 39
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changes in, measurement of, 45
income from social security benefits
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labor, 44, 45
labor force turnover affecting, 40,
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for different ages, 85-6
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measuring, 37
natural, 32-3, 34
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tions, 58, 64
part period workers, 40, 41, 42, 43,

44,45,47
part time workers, 40n
shift in occupational demand of,

southern white and nonwhite re­
sponse to, 56,71-2

turnover, 40-1, 42, 43, 44, 45
LE PLAY, P. O. P., 209
LERNER, A. P., 35
LONER, S. M., l70n
LE~,H.GREGG,17On

LORENZ, M. 0., 27
Lorenz curve

analysis; lee Methodology
insensitivity of, 27
standard of reference, 21

LOIUA, AaIILLE, 32Il

INDEX

LOnA, A. J., 790
LYND, R. S., and H. M., 79n

MACK:, RUTH, 1400
MANN, J. M., 21n
MCNALL, P. E., 149n, /51n
MENDE.RSHAUSEN, HORST, 27, 28, 1700
Methodology

age of popUlation changes influencing
national income and savings,
analysis of, 77-8

equivalence scale
ammain, derivation of, 13-4
economic size of family, measure­

ment of, 11-9
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179·80
application, 182-3
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